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LUS-35 GATEWAY CONCEPT

Patterson Boulevard, as it approaches and crosses
under U5-15, is an important gateway to the Rubicon
area, but today it is dominated by concrete columns
and uninterssting open spaces. Gateway treatments
can be provided that will help to aeate a sense of
arrival for motosists traveling south. Improvements
may include repladng asphalt under the overpass
and i painted medians with an alternative
pavement, adding additional landscape matenial to
frame the underpass and meate seasonal interest,
placing banners and/aor hanging pots that provide
visual cues and frame views. Improvements to the
overpass itself, from simpdy repainting to a more
decorative fagade traatmant, will hiedp transform the
space into an entry portal for the Rubicon area.

INTERSECTION OF STEWART STREET
AND BROWN 5TREET

The Brown and Stewart intersection, while internal to the Rublcon area,
SETVes & an important gateway o the University of Dayton campus. In this
are, the exsting roadway geometry is insufficient to handle the inease
in traffic capacity that has ocoumed. A significant problem witnessed

while traveling this section of the corridor is the lack of a middle tum

lane. Introducing gateway design elements including alternative paving
patterns, consistent with the U0 Master Plan, will help to reinforce the
signage and entry treatments already at the ampus entrance drive.

Brown Street Pedestrian Plan
PATTERSON BOULEVARD PERSPECTIVE

CREATING SPACES Ob jective 2
Severdl improvements have been proposed for the Brown/ A :
Warmen Street corvidor to build on recent chandges to the area. The 4 nhﬁ_‘ VR L LA o SR TN i e:ml_nrerl. FARRETNE pl_an_.
improvements are intended to make the corridor more inviting Brown Street would become more pedestrian friendly and supportive
far pedestrians while helping create a unique sense af place of the Business District whereas Main Street and Patterson Boulevard
B i i Bt ok e e ekn s rathic increaslﬁs e would take traffic from Brown Street and be considerad major north-
mm'ilan L! ' STREETSCAPE DESIGN ELEMENTS south thumuﬂ‘-l’aﬁ;- Because of their dlf_ierenl roles, each corridor GATEWAY TREATMENTS
rone, and shortens crossing distances Streetscape design elements can be used to unify the streetscape design with wayfinding banners placed prior "'::Eds n :m: e "'"':I“ m;;'af‘terhr’eﬂeﬁn 'lmm,! ”%':'lefls Gateway treatments areate visual cues to » Altemate paving materials
« Mid-block refuge islands provide pedestrians with safer Risbicon area while providing opportunities to rainforce the to key decislon palnts for both drivers and pedestrians. h'r":;:'ﬁ‘::ﬂﬂ?l:;;g; :h"‘_::;"“:;ﬂiEﬁiﬁ;:ﬁﬁ:ﬁ?ﬁ E = signal the arrival or departure from the - Focal elements such as sculpture
aptions to negatiate two-way traffic while rossing il ;ﬁ:‘m:}:ﬁ;: ::mfjﬁ ::: Streetscape desiqn elements will have to he located within the ' . ﬁfﬁ'ﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬁ&fﬁﬁﬁ or other public art
e e e e Sk e e corridors, Streetscape design elements may mdlude: DR MR MO, UE L S o treatments have been proposed at A detailed design for each gateway
environment and help to make the pedestrian zone maore inviting ' ' with private property. Spedfic quidelnes should be developed P K Hillarr iR oo ta establish specific treatments is
+Us= “buikd to”lines to maintain a more urban « Street trees « Transit shelters unique to the area that estabiish what streetscape elements are appropriate, sttt by recommended, Provisions for enhanced
: the expanse of roadway infrastructurs :
pattern and enlivened development - Plantingstrips - Omamental lighting wtn’irespﬂl-rmﬂe for ﬁ:]ﬂ‘:hg them, as well as thew and lack of defined development pattems ~ 1andscaping and streetscape elements
S A AR TR i ol hitdelial gngnﬁuﬁiiirg:hlde o O (e o diminishes all sense of place. Typical MR DEERS AL
lighting, signage, etc., to shape the character of the corridor « Trash receptacles = Signage i b e i o - elements af an urban gateway may indude; Main, ﬂrwn."ﬁ".'arrm,ﬁte?.lar't, and
while allowing for individual identity and branding SRR, « Community identity markers or signage " yoming will help establish the
Hiwiniat 15 vk Signage may come in the form of unique community the City in reviewing al f : . . L entire corridor a5 a gateway.
|rrr||||nl:a B unnecesjsar:.'a“t-:ﬂﬁ_'ir;ml I raguce markers suich s banners depicting key elements or future redevelopment VISION AND PURPOSE » Unique landscape treatment
vehicular/pedestrian confli ; i
, commumity identifiers along sach corridor, Major prajects within the : . . i . i i
« Evaluate cost/benefits for reducing visual dutter by destinations caf be further incorporatad nto the study area. The Rubicon Study area serves a diverse group of people, businesses and agencies, and has been included in many
relocating certain overhead lines underground
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transportation program to fink the Pﬁfm mgf.r.ﬁer and r.r.-p.i.:f;!f'.ar on the vast oppartunities available fm' the area wsers.
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[RANSIT FACILITIES

The Greater [ayton Regional Transit Authority (GORTA) operates ten (10) fixed routes within the project area, a senior service route (Route 66)
that operates Monday and Wednesday serving Miami Valley Hospital, and complementary curb-to-curh service for mdividuals with disabilities,

Transit operations should be considersd in temms of efficency and effectiveness. Bus pull offs should be considerad in very high valume single
lane sitwations, especially when high levels of bus boardings are expected. In bow volume areas, an occastonal bus can serve to calm traffic

S R = Major NorthSouth travel comidar « fddition of sth center tum lane to increase capacity
+ i + Dedicat : e = .
M..ajur E‘“'U“_Iﬁ'"m%l i) provide for east/west commuster bike route « Provides access to Miami Valley » Enhanced landscape & streetscage elements Legend \ Recommendations for the quality inteqration of local pulblic transit would include;
8 H"Elh_ Il'l?ﬂ“'m"'I it traffic e R AT NI Tk nieceians Haspital and Fairgrounds at edge of ROW to create “Gateway” s - Low-maintenance passenger amenitios (e.q., shelters, access 1o transit information, rastrooms, bike racks, ete.) unique to the
= No bicycle providans east of Brown 5t. SR T « 4 lanes, but with few turn Lanes, ( ' '/ Study Corridors ‘ stidy area to improve passenger comfort while providing opportunities for promating neighborhood/'campus identity
at edge ﬂfmmrmat a*Gate w:'“ functions as a two lane road ; B Fewniciabd S r 1 - Transit facilities that visually relate to the context of the project area
- e ~— « Projact elements that pravide places of refuge, interest and information for transit users
R i 3 - Spines that connect transit stops with neighborhoads
BN Recommendsd Removed Roadway « Sidewalks and well-marked crosswalks
All GDRTA buses have year-round bike racks encouraging the development of intermodal connections betwean
WARREM STREET: the modes of travel within the design area along with bike storage and parking and key transit stops.
I[HE GREAT DIVILYE
“A" CYCLIST
. . p v Within the study area, GDRTA has Electric Trolleybus infrastructure that must be considered in any changes to the coment street/
Uh]ECtWE 1 Existing In-Corridor Bikeways Oh]E(tWE 3 intersection alignments. The cost of relocation of ETB infrastrcture is estimatad at 51 million per ane-way mile,
mem  mmm  [Proposed In-Corridor Bikeways L : : o
The ppese of this portion of the study . The vision of the Rubicon area is onein which The desiqn should allow for the integration of the propased streetcar in terms of infrastructure and operations. The current
Brown Street noticeably changes as it approaches wezs to assess the traffic flow and safety "B CYCLIST ali modes #f transportation ase integrated safely streetcar plan s for 3 two-way single track operation along Patterson, Warren and Brown Streets with terminus at the Third &
Warren Street, Recent redevelopment has helped " b ﬂ ising Of-Steet Bikeways and appropriately as dictated by the primary Main GDRTA Hub on the north end and on Caldwell Street at the south end. The streetcar wil share lanes with motor vehicular
define this comidor's character, but north of - R uses of the comidor. Aprimary geal of the study i trafflc, serving to slow trafiic flows and/or encourage non-transit motor vehicles to choase an alternative route,

e we wem Proposad Off-Street Bikeways to improve pedestrian flow from the campus, along
Brown Street and to Miami Valley Hospital, Improved,
wider sidewalks along Brown and Main Streets accomplish
this goal as do raised islands in the center of the streets,
tewtured cresswalks and improved transit amenities. Bicycle

along Brown Street while allowing Main Street
and Patterson Bowlevard to serve as the study
araa's major thoroughfares, Additionally, the
plan needs o address moving east-west ir

Wynming unnecessary acoess points, vacant |ots
and minimal reinvestmant leave that area wanting

Expansion plans for MYH and the recent demaolition

ofthe Ciburn Manar Public Housing has aated il eets, LENE Vs IR AT STUNA AR MBSO g,
an opportuity to significantly improve this area. AL all abilities, whether it's those 'ﬁl'hﬂ-.hlht a&s their primary form
| of transportation or those whe ride for recreation. Facilities

Converting Brown/Warren into a 2 e vsed ":_"56"' have been developed to address the needs all cydlists. FEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
i ill: of this area and the need to improve parkin
?Igeﬂ_zdeﬁbilma; ;?:,:II[EF for this opportunities within the ﬂrtu'n'ul::i'r-u:-r.-t |?u:u|'|'|£‘;r. Access to 5-_!|"5 Ell'll_i efficient transit within T_h'! study area was Providing 353“?-?'@353_“" experience for PEd?E-W"'E-iS an impartant
<ection of he comids T also a priority. This plan addresses types of transit amenithes study goal. There is a high volume of pedestrian traffic throughout

: L e N to indude in the area that would encourage the use of this the study particulary along and across Brown and Stewart
. FTD\TII.']-E a e appropriate l;r.3|]5.||;|n|i1.;] thie £xh ..I:-tlr|:_ a pattem of cr . e N E'.-.'t!rpln_:JI made. Finally, the streetcar and trolley systems are very much Streets wera a nismber of conflicts exist with vehicular traffic. y
SRRCERELIE ST IRNCON sections vere developed o LT g a part of the City's identity and all plans have been prepared so Several of the proposed rmadway corridos recommendations '
- Encourage a vibrant mix of uses T meet the state 5. These rew sect that these systems are integrated into the recommendations, are intended to mprove pedestrian safety and encourage
fronting Brown/ Warren allow for th Wl L maore pedestrian trips. The improvements inchede:

. i 'III 4 W I > i Ill'. ] ;:l' - Il."'.' CEst 10 NeEy Lses
« Improve bike and pedestrian facilities oofitheishrlid bbb bt il e

Objective Qvexrviey
Objecitive 1 Objective ¢ Objective 3 //%/

STREET FUNCTION, TRAFFIC ASSIGNMENTS, VISUAL CHARACTER INTEGRATED MULTI-MODAL
CAPACITY AND CLARITY BY CORRIDOR TRANSPORTATION IN THE PLANNING AREA

= Reduced number of travel Lanes and curb extensions at
intersections that shorten pedestrian crossing distances

= Bik2 lanes and on-street parking (limited) that provide a
physical separation between pedestrian and vehicular traffic

1 - Wider sidewalks/pedestrian zones to accommodate higher pedestrian
ff vodumes and reate opportunities for streetscape amenities (seating,

street trees, etc.) that improve the pedestrian experience and comfort
= id-block mossings to improve pedestrian safety

= Brown Street Flan w/bike and pedestrian provisions « Brovwwin Street Pedestrian Plan « Brown/Warren Street Corridor Pedestrian Enhancemants

» Main Street and Patterson Boulevard Thoroughfare Plans + Patterson Boubevard and Main - Inteqgrate Regional and Local Biks Route
- Impacts of New Uses (UUS Center for the Arts, Miami Valley) Street Gateway Plans and Address Physical Requirements
- Hospital Expansians, Fairgrounds - Stewart Street Design Plan « Enhance Trangit ke
reconfiguration) on Traffic Movement
il - + mprove East/West Accesiblty Vi S s
Stewart and Wyoming Streats
« [sodate Mappropriate Traffic fram

Residential Nelghbarhoads

aArea and Issues Pecommendations and Cost

PATTERSON BOULEVARD BICYCLE FACILITIES

The MVRPC kdentified a potantial network of comidors whene new bicycle facilitles could be added

mmll.nr':mth ; PROJECT TYPE to enhance cyclist safety and accommodation. Approximately 100 specific projects were
STAKEHOLDERS MEETING cannection A FIELD REVIEW RELATED PLANS = identified as *high priority” induding rehabilitation of the 5. 35 bicyde/pedestrian bridge
o _ desired. o w= ™ s = 2 s hetwean downtown Dayton and South Park. 20 “high priority” projects were selacted
[ Th“; 51:35'[":;:“9‘:1 """E; ;{thfﬁ'dﬂ;ﬁihﬂ’“:i:[ ﬂt‘s 3 — narthisodth : L ﬂaﬁiﬁﬁlﬁﬂ;;‘::“;“"?'i;;;dd? verlfy UD Campues Master Plan % & s E = E as "Top-Priority" projects including the construction of the “SE Carridor™ Trail
store front at the corner of Brown and Stewart Streats, connection BROWMN/WARREN issLias idanti the sta 15 a8 _— . - & v £ :
= P @ ¥ Betwean Kettaring and downtawn Dayton that extends thraugh the Rubican area,
e . An initial stakehaolders’ meeting was hebd which R #nhr:m a ?%r @ STREET i L e e Wiami Valley Hospital Campus Master Plan & E g a E E % o g _ g v L
included an issues exercese. The stakeholders were L T i - = = lack%f neighbarhood from the City. Possible solutions to the Rubicon Park Master Plan 5 =5 s < & C o &2
«Hich . . _ intersection . 121 : ¥ R EETIEE 2 g @ = & L & 2 E . _ - _
i mlllme I F-:lrlall'[ ﬂ-:]rlli'l."!iwlh travel corridor + Strengthen “boulevardimage by extending braken into four groups and maps of appoximately A e I,I' connection to corridor issues, countermeasures for the aashes Southeast Bikeway Connectar (MYRPC) . Bl F TIVES i 23 ) o . ._ | e n = Pricrity Ihepr!:!y?used [H{:!'ElE' f.xll_rty rEtmrnE-n!drmuns. I}u!kl an the
+6 lanes with median, south of RR averpass landscape median to Ludlow a fourth of the study area were passed among the \ gﬁqﬁ and other potential opporturlties for OBJECTIVE 1 - STREET FUNCTION, TRAFFIC ASSIGNMENTS, CAPACITY AND CLARITY MVRPC facilities associated with the SE Corridor Trail with an
- 4-6 lanes without median north of overpass + Loss of 1 southbound lane from Stout south to overpass graups s that concerns and oppartunities could be s improving the capacity, safety and visual South Park AlA Study Brown Street Plan: North of Stewart _ 5§ $48 | sisss _ _ _ Short-Term added emphasks on connecting the network to the fver.
+ Pedestrian crossings ocouming at unmarked locations « Improved pedestrian crossings at major intersections discussed. These thowghts were captured and served appearance of the corridor were noted RTA Streetcar Stiady e e ! . = . e . e ! . . : - |
« Enhanced landscape & streetscape elements &% a starting point for many field abservations. for use in the next steps of the study. 2030 Comprehensive Plan okt kw0 . . | | - |~ ] il Proposed dedicated bike lanes on Brown/Warren Street and Stewart Street{in-comidor fadlities) will:
at edge of ROW to reate “Gateway” Brown Sreet Man: Two-Way "Great Divide” - 13 353 | $544% - - - Mid-Term « Serve to establish north-south and east-west links for commuter bilie travel
Brown Street Plan: Parking Study =~ § - - - 5 - - Short-Term COST LEGEND = Be wsed by A" cydists and confident "B" cyclists
' ' ' ' [ ' ' [ o « Serve as traffic calming devices effectively reducing travel speads and improving
= srorEsoUthiFar Maln Steet Thorughtare Fla". ~ | 2 | it | 3558 ! ~ | N | S Mid-Term 5 o< 515000 conditions for the pedestrian
% e Patterson Boulevard Thoroughfare Plan | — 55 555 | 35553 - - - Mid-Term $$ 3 315,000 - 550,000
_ ' I I I I 1 I I L .. 555 1 550,000 = $150,000 : R
=@ 1 : Stewart Street: Fast of Brown Street £ e = & iz s " Short-Tarm §555 : £140,000 - $300,000 The aff-street facilities proposed will:
BROWM STREET = E-Elirt:;zw Miamilialley. o | - - - T - - — $$E5 S ¢ > $300.000 « Serve as an alternative route for “B" and “C” cydists
= £ connection . w - feals - = = = id- : '
ﬁ s £ o canrason: g Hospital A TRPC e RTMETR R UMY Gk . . b . b . 3353 | . . ! Mid-Term 1l « Create a network that would promote hicyde travel by less experienced riders
2 the morth of pow T B ; . ¥ : : 5
:-;6 I " Fairgron il Woodland Wyoming Realignment 5 $% 555 $55%% - 5 5 Leng-Term « Help reduce vehicular trips, particularly those of 3 miles or less
= | r-'-”'l":‘””"-“'?' Mleiohborhond) | Cemetery OBJECTIVE 2 - VISUAL CHARACTER BY CORRIDOR FRIORITY LEGEND
e iy i Lo Fairgrounds D1 et Cetingjc gy Rrown Strest Pedestrian Plan | = . s _ ~ B Short-Term Shart-Termi: o -2 Years A" CYCLIST Experienced rider, may ride to commute; s comfurtable on
SPECIFIC STAKEHOLDER ISSUES = - - . . . . ! Mid-Term: 2 Years - 5 Years the madway and understands traffic rules. Would most likely
SPECIFIC 5STAKEHOL a3LUIE S = — . _ _ . . . e R o
- - Patterson Boulevard Gateway Plan 553 55555 Short-Term Lang-Term: Mare Than 5 Years use “in-comidor " facilities (dedicated bike lanes).
i H E'S.t e - I.\,l ! ] I I 1
Main Street needs to be able to handle more capacty Need to preserve the many faces . UNMIVETSITY.O : - - N B - .
+ Important mixed use corridor linking +Froad Diet" 1o 3 lanes alkows for better turning movements e of Brown/Warren Stre:f mn:,}@ 'ﬁﬂde'}'.lm!%' Dayion scolbiia bbbl | B el | | = Or TR
varying users and neighborhoods lcated b - e FRRRTHON: SO AREI” s s HER (hakwood i Stewart Street Design Plan | — - $55 | 33335 - - - | Short-Term "B CYCLIST Less experienced rider, often biking for recreation or shorter trips;
e Gl hirtermi ek + Dedicated bicyde lanes to provide for drastically north of Stewart Street @ Multi-use path does not extend o 0 may not be comfortable riding with traffic; has some understanding
-:l s (2 [r? dme:s WIth intermettent on-street parking northisouth commuter bike foute Lack o saitng counes cnihon ast beyond Brown Street OBJECTIVE 3 = INTEGRATED MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION IN THE PLANNING AREA of traffic rules. Would likely use both “in-corridor™ and “off-
+ Heavy transit use « Improved pedestrian crossings at major : : : @ : : kil - Brown/Warren Street Comidar ' ' street” facilities dapanding on axperience and comfort lavel,
« High volumes of pedestrian traffic intersections and key mid-blocks NETE o £ actnan anul Wil wh'lr i s dehﬂea:sIUmsth{ Dn"‘:‘“”? BROWN/WARREN STREET S R T = = %% $55% 5 = = Short-Term
. ile mindmizing residential cut-through traffic !
- Mo Bicycle provisions - Loss of on-street parking requires improvement Mo feeling of gateway, greeted Inteqgrate Regional and Local Bike Route -
to off-street parking options with underbelly of US-35 @ Brcowm/Waren Street north of Wyaming EELM E 55 Physical Requirements - - 55 555 = = - Short-Term “C* CYCLIST Child rider. Least experienced, may have no understanding of
o Yoot @ The rverfront could potentiall be a great suffers from lack of visual character and Adopted by City Plan Board November 17, 2008 GRESHAM - : : : - - : traffic rules, Would likely use “off-street” faclities except for local
» Enanced ndscape & streeiscape Slements riverfront could patentially be a i c b el el . Enhance Trangit Use | - - $% $58 - - - Short-Term streets and/or accompanied by a more experienced rider.
at edge of ROW to create ‘Gateway™ source of oppartunity, but it lacks connections TUIMEFOUS ACGESE MANagement lssles Adopted by City Commission May 5, 2010; Resolution #5748-10 | . . . | . . it panied by pe
Railroad bridge coubd be utilized as ﬂ High volume of pedestrians and jaywalking SMITH AND Integrate Streetcar/Trolley | - - 5 55555 — = = Long-Term
pedestrian/bicyde connection
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